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Fiscal Estimate Narratives
CTS 9/21/2005

LRB Number 05-2214/1 Introduction Number SB-164 Estimate Type  Original
Subject

Disclosure of data security breaches

Assumptions Used in Arriving at Fiscal Estimate

This bill creates a requirement that notice be given to persons in situations in which personal information
about them is acquired by someone who has not been authorized to receive the personal information.

This fiscal estimate addresses the original bill but takes note the author of the bill introduced Senate
Substitute Amendment 1 on September 19, 2005. The comments contained in this estimate apply equally to
both the original and the substitute amendment.

It appears most records maintained by the court system meet the definition of “publicly available information”
contained in the bill. Therefore, those records are exempted from the notice requirement under the definition
of “personal information.” ,

Certain court records contain personal information as defined in the bill. If the record-keeping systems of the
Consolidated Court Automation Programs (CCAP) or of the Clerk of Courts offices designed to keep that
information private were breeched, then it is possible the notice requirement of the bill would apply.

An accurate estimate of the increased costs is impossible with existing data.

Long-Range Fiscal Implications



